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two kingdoms. Where the Presbyterian saw two
States within society one of which happened to be
his Church, the lawyer saw no distinction between
society and the State and held the Church to be but
an arm of the latter. By grace of Parliament
the Church might legislate on matters purely
ecclesiastical and a certain comity would give
respect to its decisions. But the power was of
grace and the respect was merely courtesy; for
the definition of ecclesiastical matters in no way
lay with the Church's jurisdiction.106 Clearly
between such an attitude as this, and the theories
of Dr. Chalmers there could be no compromise.
The premises of the one denied the axioms of the
other. The Church dare not admit what Lord
Fullerton called 'the supposed infallibility of the
Court of Session'107 without destroying its own
independence. Nor could there be grounds for
such a course. 'No church/ the pious Buchanan
told the General Assembly of 1838,108 < could ever
be justified in obeying another master than Christ/
It was useless to contend that if state-endowed the
Church must be unfree, for it was on the basis of
freedom that endowment had been accepted. The
demands of the Court of Session would make the
oath of ministerial obedience a mockery.109 So
was the issue joined,
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